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Anolfter fruitless effort was made to-day to secure
the passage of the resolution admitting the official
reporters to the deliberations In secret session of the
Court of Impeachment after the arguments are
over. The amendments to confine Senators to
fifteen or thirty minutes la the debate also went
over.

Ur. Stevens began his speech In a feeble voice
Jlrom behind the Clerk's desk, and labored bravely to
accomplish the reading of the whole, bnt was forced
to BuccumMwhen about half way, and handed over
Ills slips to Mr. Butler, who rattled quickly through
the remainder.
Manager Williams followed, and also read his

speech, which was a tolerably plausible ono on the
whole, the chief point consisting in a long array of
charges other than those in the articles of impeach-

bun, mill ituwu, me nauaKcr uveireu, no wuuiu

have Incorporated In the articles if be had had the
control of the matter. These charges are known to
everybody who has heard a radical speech of late
years, accusing the President of collusion with rebels,
abase of the pardoning power and other such accusations.Mr. WlUlams did not Interest his hearers
very deeply, and a visible depletion of the andlcnce
was noticeable after he commenced. Ur. Williams
may be a great light in Pennsylvania, but his brilliancyseems under a cloud in presence of a court
snch as he addressed to-day.
Manager Williams will concludc his argument tomorrow,having delivered two-thirds of It to-day.

Be will be followed by Mr. Evarts, who Is expected
to occupy a part of to-morrow and Wednesday. Mr.
Btanbery will read, or cause to be read, his argumenton Thursday and Friday, and on Saturday

. Manager Bingham will close the case.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COURT.
Twenty>fonrth Day.
United States Senate Chamber,)

WASHINGTON, April 27, 1808. f
The court was opened In duo form at noon. The

pending question was stated to be the order of SenatorEdmunds, that the official reporters be admitted
to the secret session to take down the debates on the
final question, to be reported with the proceedings.
Senator Williams moved to amend by inserting

the following at the end:.
But no Senator shall spealc more than once, nor to

exceed fifteen minutes during such deliberations.
Senator Johnson called for the reading of rule 23,

and it was read.
Senator Johnson.That will be on each article.
Senator Howard moved to amend the amendment

by Inserting after the words "fifteen minutes" the
words "on one question."
The amendment was rejected by the following
ote:.
Yeas.Senators Bayard, Buokalcw, Davis, Dixon,

Doollttle, Fessenden, Fowler, Frellnghuysen, Grimes,
Hendricks, Howard, Johnson, licCreerv, Norton,
Patterson of Tenn, Saulsbury, Trumbull, Vickeru
and wilier.19.
Mats.Senators Cameron, Cattell, Chandler, Conkllng,Oorbett, Crajfln, Drake, Edmunds, Ferry, Hnr-

j>u, neuucniun, uowe, Morgan, Morrtil or Me., Morrillof Tt., Morton, Nye, Patterson of N. H.. PomeTojyRamsey, Ross, Sherman, Stewart, Sumner,Thaye>, TiP'.on. Van Winkle, Wilson, Williams and
Yates.30. f ~

The Question recurring on Senator Will lama'
amendment, Senator Bayard moved to amend bj
striking out fifteen" and inserting "thirty."
The amendment was rejected by the following

ot«:'Ykab.Senators Bayard, Buckalew? Corbett, Davis,
Dixon, Do 'llttle, Fesseuden, Fowler. Grimes, lieu-
drlcks, Johnson, McCretry, Norton, Patterson of
Tenn., Salisbury and Vtokera.16.
Nays.Senators Anthony, Cameron. Cattell, Chan-

dler. Conkllng, Cragin, Drake, Edmunds, Ferry,
Frellnghuyseu, Hariau, Henilerxon, Howard, Howe,
Morgan, Morri 1 of Me., Morrill of Yt., Morton, Nye,
Patterson of N. U., Pomeroy, Hamscy, Ross, Sherman.Stewart, Sumner, Thayer, Tipton, Trumbull,
Van winkle, Wllley, Williams, Wilson aad Yates.34.
On notion of Senator Mourns, seconded by Mr.

Howard, the further consideration of the subject
VAi DMtDrllMd until nftpr aremnmnt < iuin.

eluded. I
The additional rules offered by Senator Sotoer

were also upou his motion laid over until the close
f the argument.
The Chief Jcfticti dirocted that the argument

proceed, and at half-past twelve o'clock Manager
Tn addei's Stevens mounted to the Clerk's desk and
read his argument In a pretly Arm voice from printedslips. After about ten minutes be took a chair

' and read sitting. At Are minutes before ono o'clock
iiis voire showed slams of weakness ami Mr. Butler
/ead the remainder of the argument. The following
is

Maiacer Stevens' Anrament.
May it Plbasx this Cocbt.i trust to be nblc to be

brief In my remarks, unless I should And mjsclf leas
master of the subjcct which I propose to dlscn*a
than I hope, experience having taught that nothing
is so prolix as Ignorancc. I fear I may prove thus
ignorant, us I had not expected to take part In this
debate until very lately. I shall discuss bnt a single
Article.the ono that was finally adopted upon my
earnest solicitation, and which, If proved, I con-
aldered then and still consider as quite sufficient for
the ample conviction of the distinguished respondent,
and for his removal from office, which lit the only
legitimate object for which this Impeachment could
be instituted. During the very brief period which I
shall occupy I desire to discuss the charges
*flralnf)t thn rr>«nnnrtr>nf. In nn mnnn »niri» nt
. ' . »

malignity or vituperation, hut to argue them V
In a manner worthy of the high tribunal beforo
whi<£ I appear and of the exalted position of the ac-
cased. Whatever may be -thought of hta character or
condition, he has been made respcetab^lnd his con-
iMIon ha* been dignified by the action of his fellow
citizen*. Railing accnsatIon, therefore, would 111 be-
come this occasion, this trlhnnal or a proper sense of !

th" position of those who fflscuse this question on the
one side or the otin>r. To see the chief servant of a 1
trusting comm.inltv arraigned before the bar of pub- 1
He Juatlce, chargfrt with high delinquencies, la interesting.To behold the Chief Executive Magistrate of i
» powerful people charged with the betrayal of hla \
trus , and a. raigned for high crimes and mis- i
demeanors, Is always a most iutiiesllng specta- i
cie. When the charges aga t such public aer- i
vant accuse him of an attempt to betrar the y
hi'th trust confided in hliu hluJ murp the power of a ,
wnole people, that he mav oecomo their tuler. It i» <
InteiiHcly lutui'eating to million t of men, and should <
be oKcnssed with a calm tie*crm'nation, which i
nothing can divert and nothing can reduce to j
mockery. such Is the conduit n of this great repul> t
lie, Mluok«d upon b> an astonished and wondering i
world. The oinces of Imrea- intent In Rnglan<i and a
America «rc ver? different from each other in tne f
iiw?s maoe of thein fi>r tl3 puuiUiineat of offence*. \
and lie will greatlv err who iiikIoi takes to make out c
an analogy beiv,«rn them, either In the mode of trial t
or the ttn.ii result. Iu Lngli'ii.l the hlgiiuat crlni- a «
may be trl<Hi bef'ne the il «h Conit of Impeach* r
jnotit. and the severest pu isnuienut. cv n to t
imprisonment, fine cn 1 death, iuay be '» t
fl.Vt' J- When our cor Ututloti tvas rraiuej all S
flu** personal psnil"»im»nts wcro excluded from s
the timgraent, and the defendant was to tie dtvilt n
w ifh <nat so far .i* t'<c public s-fetv rftpiln"!, and i\o t
fiu lie.*« JJ'BciIt w.i" mn te to at ply simply to pr* li
lltical .uiBii.-C" ;o j). buhcm; p'> fl- al j > I- d
tiou*. clt.Vf by appofutmi it or election to? the p»> r
rHe. Ttms'f l" Pliant no etimo contalnlug r
malignant or Indictttble o'ft.jces, hlghor thin mis- tl
drmeanurs, .*** Htfersary citvr to be alie/M or b
prov 1. If apoiiden* was sh >wn to b«> abusing g
hi* olflc'al tn«t 1In* Ity 'rr "f tne reopie for whom n
fee wis discharging P"bll« dnt'es and persevere I In O
ucb rbu«e to the U.Wfy «t ids constituent*, the trno n
moOeof dentin* *n\ "l,n w,»* to Impeach htm for nl
prime* or ml*demean«X" *»*>« "n'J the latter is neces- t«
wry). and ihufl reiuovc .N® fromi the oilicc which ho a'
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was abusing. Nor dor's it moke a particle of differencewhether auc*» abuse arose from malignity,
from unwarranted negligence or from depravity,
to repeated a* tn make nU continuance In office injuriousto the people and dangerous to the public
welfare. The punishment which the law under out
constitution authorizes to be Inflicted fully demonstratest^ls argument.that punishment upon con'
vlction extends only to removal from offioe, and 11
the crime or misdemeanor charged be one of a dee(
and wicked dye, the culprit la allowed to run at large
unless he should be pursued by a new prosecution In
the ordinary courts. What does It matter, then,
what the motive of the respondent might be in hii
repeated acts of maireasauce In officer Mere mistake
In Intention, If so persevered In after proper warning
as to bring mischief upon the community, is quite
sufficient towarrant the removal of the officer from th<
place where he Is working mischiefby his continuance
In power. The only question to be considered, Is the
respondent violating the lawf His perseverance 1e
sucn a violation, although it shows a perverseneas
is not absolutely necessary to hla conviction. The
great object is the removal from office and the aires!
of the public Injuries which he is inflicting upor
those with whose Interests he is entrusted. The
single charge which I had the honor to suggest I an
expected to maintain. That duty is a light one
easily performed, and which I apprehend it will be
found Impossible for the respondent to answer 01
evade, when Andrew Johnson took uponhlmsel
the dutles.of his high office he swore to obey the con
stttutlon and take care that the laws he faith
fully executed. That, Indeed, is and hai
always been the chief duty of the Presldew
of the T*nited StAtflS. Th« dntlM of Utorialatlnr
and adjudicating the laws of his country fail In nc
way to hla lot. To obey the commands of the sover
elgn power of the nation, and to see that othert
should obey them was his whole duty.a duty whlcli
be could not escape, and any attempt to do so would
be in direct violation of his official oath: In othei
words, a misprision of perjury. I accnse him, In th<
name of the House of Representatives, of having per
petrated that foul offence against the laws and Inter
esta of hla country. On the 2d day of March, 1887,
Congress passed a law over the veto of the President
entitled "An act to regulate the tenure of certain clvl
offices," the first section of which Is as follows:.
Be it enacted by the Senate and Houae of Representative!of the United State* of America In Congress assembled, Thai

ever* person holding any civil office to which he has been ap
pointed by and with the advice and oonsent ot the Senate
and every person who may hereafter be appointed to any suet
office ana shall become duly qualified to act therein, m ant
shall be entitled to bold sucn office until a successor shall hart
been In like manner appointed and duly qualified, exoeut w
herein otherwise provided: provided that the Secretaries ol
State, of the Treasury, of War, of the Navy and of the Inte
rlor, the Postmaster General and the Attorney Oeneral shal
holu ttielr offices respectively for and during the term of thi
President by whom they may have been appointed, and foi
one month thereafter, subject to removal by and with the ad'
vice and consent of the Senate.
The second section provides that when the Senate

Is not in session, lr the President shall deem the
officer guilty of acta which require his removal 01
suspension, he may be suspended until the nexl
meeting of the Senate; and that within twenty day*
after the meetlncr of the Senate the reaaonn for nm-h
suspension shall be reported to that body; and, If the
Senate shall deem such reasons sufficient for such
suspension or removal the officer shall be consideredremoved from his office; but If the Senate
shall not deem the reasons sufficient for such suspensionor removal the officer shall forthwith resume
the functions of his office, and the person appointed
In his place shall cease to discharge such
duties. On the 12th day of August, 1807, the
Senate not being in session, the President
suspended Edwin M. Stanton, Secretary ol
the Department of War, and appointed
U. S. Grant, General. Secretary of War an interim.
On the 12th day of December, 1867. the Senate being
then in session, he reported, according to the requirementsof the act, the causes of such suspension to
the Senate, which duly took the same Into consideration.Before the Senate had ooncluded its examinationof the question of the sufficiency of such reasons
he attempted to enter into arrangements by which
he might obstruct the due execution of the law. and
thus prevent Kdwln M. Stanton from forthwith resumingthe functions of liis office as Secretary of
War, according to the provisions of the act, even if
the Senate should decide in his favor. And In furtheranceof said attempt, on the 2lst day or February,
1888, he appointed one Lorenzo Thomas, by letter of
authority or commission, Secretary of War ad interim,without the advice and consent of the Senate,
al hough the same was then in session, and ordered
him (the said Thomas) to take possession of the Deftartmentof War and the publio property appnrtalnngthereto, and to discharge the duties thereof. We
charge that, in defiance of frequent warnings, he has
since repeatedly attempted to carry those orders into
execution, and to prevent Edwin M. Stanton from
executing the laws appertaining to the Department
of War, and from discharging the dunes of the Qffice,
The very able gentleman who Argued this (5ase for
the respondent has contended that Mr. Stanton's
case is not within the provisions of the act "regulatingthe t«nure of certain civil offices." and that thereforethe President cannot be convicted of violating
that act* His argument In demonstrating that posttint,urna »*/* f Hiinlr mhUa ««nn1 * .
»« ' "iw uvi, I iiiiu*. 4«iuv t4uai, w 111s DdKHt'lljr in

discovering where the great strength of the prosecation«m lodged. He contended that the
proviso which embraced the Secretary of War did
not include Mr. Stanton, because he was not appointedby the President in whose term the acta
charged as misdemeanors were perpetrated; and in
order to show that he contended that the term of
office mentioned daring which he wan entitled to
hold meant the time during which the President who
appointed him actually did hold, whether dead or
alive; that Mr. Lincoln, who appointed Mr. Stanton,and under whose commission he was holding indefinitely,being dead, his term of office referred to had
expired, and that Mr. Johnson was not holdlngdurln*
a nart qT Uiat term.' That depends upon the
tlon anci tne laWihade under It. By the constitution
the whole time from the ud«BtlO£ jr the government
was lntcntol tp bedlyMedTntp e<iual Presidential
periods, ana the word rterm" was technically
used to designate the time of each. The
first section of the second arttde of the ionstilutluii
firovidea " that tne executive power shall he vested
n a President of the United states of America. He
Khali hold Ids office during the tern of four years,
and togettior with the Vice President, chosen for the
same term, l»e elected aa follows," Ac. Then it providesthat "in case of removal from office, or of ills
ileaih, resignation, or Inability to discharge the dutiesof said office, the same shall devolve on tho vice
President, aud Congress may by law provide for the
case of removal, death, resignation, or inability both
of tho President aud Vice President,-1 designating
what officer shall then a<t as President, and such
officer shall act accordingly until the disutilityl»e r-moved or a President shall be
elected." The learned counsel contends that
ihe Vice President, who accidentally accedes to
ihe duties of President is serving ont a new
Presidential term of his own, and that, un'ess Mr.
Stanton was appointed by him, he Is not wiildn tho
provisions of the act. It happened (hut Mr. Stanton
was aDDolnted bv Mr. Lincoln In istHforan indefinite

Kperiod of lime, an<l was s:111 serving an his appointee,
and with the advice and consent of the Henate.

B. Johnson never appoluted him, and, unless he
held a valid commission by virtue of Mr. Lincoln'*
appointment, he wan act in? for three year*, during
which time he expended tdliioiiH of money and raised
hurdrcd* of thousands of men, without any commL-slonat all. To permit this to be done without
any valid commission would have tieen a misdemeanorin Itself. But If he hold a valid commission,
whoso commission wm it? Not Andrew Johnson s.
Then in whose term waa he serving, for he must
have been In somebody's term t Even If It was in
Johnsou's term, ho would hold- for four vears
unless sooner removed, for there is no term
npoken of in the constitution of a shorter period for a
Presidential term than four rears. But it makes no
rtltrerencc In the operation of the law whether he was
holding In Lincoln's or Johnson's term. Was it not
In Mr. Lincoln s term» Lincoln had been elected and
re-elected, the second term to commence in itw>, and
the constitution expresMy declared that that term
should be four years. I!y virtue of his previous commissionand the unif orm custom of the country, Mr.
Stanton continued to hold during the term of Mr.
Lincoln, unless sootier removed. Now, does any one
pretend i.iat from the 4th of March, 1H86. a new Presidentialterm did not commence? For It will t>e scon
upon close examination that the word "term" atone
marks the time of the Presidential existence,
so that It may divide the different periods of office
l»y a well recognized role. Instead of saying
that the Vice President shall become President upon
Ills death, the constitution says, "In case of the removalof the President from office, or of his death, resignationor inability to discharge the ootMrt arul iiuflesof the said office, the same shall devolve on the
Vlco PreaMent," tVhafis to devolve on the Vice
President f Not the Presidential commission held by
Ills predecessor, but the duties'' which were iucumlieuton lilm. If ho were to take Mr. Lincoln's term
lie would serve for four years, for term is the only
limitation to that office defined in the constitution, a*
have salil tiefore. But the learned counsel lins contendedtliat the word "U-nn'y of the Presidential

office means the death of the President. Then It
ivould have tieen lietter expressed by saying that the
President shall hold his office dnriug the firm between
two assassinations, and then the assassination of the
President would mark the period of the operation of
l.lnli,! If lh.. l.,lm«nn .... ..... -

..u.iin, ..."Onm:itlll|(iraniI|FCII
Mr. Lincoln'* terms, theie seems to be no argument
igainst Including Mr. atanton within the meaning of
he law. He wan bo Included by the President In his
notice of removal. In his reasons therefor given to
:lic donate, and in his notlflcatlon to the Secretary of
he Treasury; and It la too lute when he Is caught
rlolatlng the very law under which he prore»ses to
ict to tnrn ronnd and deny that that law aifects the
we. The geutlemau treat# lightly the qneatlon of
sstojppel, and yet really nothing la more powerful,
or It la an argumont by the party himself against
tin S"lf, and although not pleadable In the name way.
s Just as potential In a cane iniwits a* when pleaded
n a rase of record. Hut there Is a still more conc'nuveanswer. The flrst section provides that every
erson holding civil office who has been appointed
vith the advice and consent of the Senate, and
ivery person that hereafter shall be appointed
o any snch ofllce, shall be entitled to hold such
pflicc nntli a succeisor shall have been In like manu>rappointed and duly qualified. except as herein
Mhtrwlse provided, Then cornea the proviso which
he defendant's counsel say does not embrace Mr.
itanion, liecause he was nst appointed bv the I'reldeMIn whose term lie was removed. If he was
lot embraced In the proviso, then he was nowhere
peciallv provided for, and was consequently ein

racedIn tiie first, clause of the first section, which
le' lares that every person hoh'.lng arty civil oflke
of otherwise provided for comes within the proi^lonaof this act. The respondent, In violation of
it* law, appointed Cencral Thomas to ofllce, wherefaccording to the express terms of the aol, he was
hlity ol a liigfJ misdemeanor. But whatever may
avc bfcnhla vM»s wltn regard to tho Tonnre of
Wee act, he knoC it win a law. and s<> remrded
pon the siAtut-'s. { disclaim ail noccaslty in a trial
T impeachment to V'r^r the Wic*cd or unlawful Inntioiiofther>-xpon'lci?(,'iiid It is nnwls. even to
kcrlw in Impeut.luucnu*>i»oie lluu iudtctiueuls,
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the averring of the fact chf^geii, carries with U all
that la nesoessary to atxmt latent, lu iudletmentayou charge that 'die defendant, "instigated by
the devil,* and eo om and you might as well call on
the prosecution to prove the presence, shape and color
of his majesty, as call upon uie Managers in impeachmentto prove intention. I go further titan some,
and contend that no corrupt or wicked motive need
Instigate the acts for which impeachment Is brought.
It is enough that they were official violations of law.
The counsel have placed great stress upon the necessityof proving that they were wilfully done. If by
that he means that they were voluntarily done, 1
agree with him. mere accidental trespass would
not be sufficient to convict. But that which is voluntarilydone is wilfully done, according to everyhonest definition; and whatever malfeasance is willinglyperpetrated by an officeholder is a misdemeanorin offloe, whatever he may allege was bis 1 ntentlon.The President justifies himself by asserting
that all previous Presidents had exercised the same
right of removing officers, for causo to be Judged of
by the President alone, llad 'there been no law to
prohibit it when Mr. Stanton was removed the cases
would have been parallel, and the one might be adducedas an argument in favor of the other. But
since the action of any of the Presidents to which he
refers, a law had been passed byConflrrnoao ftAt* a atiilihAvn AAitfivtirarav vUh thn

r Executive, denying that right and prohibltrlng It In future, and Imposing a severe penalty
upon any executive officer who should exercise
It: And that, too, after the President had himself

i made Issue on Its constitutionality and been defeated,
t No pretext, therefore, any longer existed that such
i right was vested In the President by virtue of his
» office. Hence the attempt to slileld himself under
- such practice Is a most lame evasion of the question

at Issue. Did he "talce care that this law should be
i faithfully" executed? He answers that acts that
1 would have violated the law had It existed, wero
r practised by his predecessors. The President says
) that he removed Mr. Stanton simply to test tlie constitutionalityof the tenure of office law by a Judicial

decision. He has already seen It tested and decided
by ths votes, twice given, of two-thirds of the Seua;tors and of the House of Representatives, it

1 stood as a law upon the statute books. No
case had arisen under that law, or Is referred

i to by the President, which required any Juditclal Interposition. If there had been, or should
be, the courts were open to any one who felt

, aggrieved by the action of Mr. Stanton. But ln|stead of enforcing that law, he takes advantage of
; the name and the funds of the United States to resist
i it, and to Induce others to resist It. Instead of
r attempting, as the Executive of the United States,
- to see that the law was faithfully executed, he took
1 great pains and perpetrated the acts alleged In this
! article, not only to resist It himself, but to seduce

others to do the same. He sought to Induce the
General-in-chtef of the army to aid him In an open,
avowed obstruction of the law, as it stood unre»pealed upon the statute book. He could And no one

r to unite with him in perpetrating such an act until
l he sunk down upon the unfortunate individual
i bearing the title of adjutant general of the

army. Is this taking care that the laws shall
be faithfully executed? is this attempting to
carry them into etrect, by upholding tuelr validity,according to his oath? On the other
hau<l, was it not a high and bold attempt to obstruct
the laws and tako care that they should not be exeicutedf He must not excuse himself by saying that
he had doubts of Its constitutionality and wished to
test It. What right had he to be hunting np excuses
for others, as well as himself, to violate this law ? Is
uui nils uuuicbpiuii a lumnt-iueuiiur ill iiaeu r liie
President asserts that he did not remove Stanton undert he Tenure of omce law. Tills la a direct contradictionof his own letter to the Secretary of the Treamirv,In which, an he was bound by law, he communicatedto that officer the ract of the removal. Thin
portion of the answer may, therefore, be considered
an disposed of by theMMMM of the fact, as well
as by his subsequent report to the Senate. The followingIs the letter just alluded to, dated August 14,
1887:.
Sir.Id compliance with the re<iulr«ment* of the act entitled,"An act tu regulate the tenure of certain civil otllcns,"

you are notified that on the 12th lust, the Hou. Edwin M. Stanwanimpended from hi* office aa Secretary of War, and
t.cueral U. S. Grant authorized and empowered to act aa Socielarvii I iiit'' tm. I
Hon. 6e<:krt\bt of tut TObascky.
Wretched man! a direct contradiction of his

solemn answer ! liow necessary that a man should
have a good conscience, or a good memory! Hot It
would not l>e out of place. How lovely to con-
template what was so assiduously Inculcated by a icelebrated Pagan Into the ntlnd of his son, "Virtue Is
truth and truth is virtue." And, still more, virtue of y
every kind charms us, yet that virtue is strongest t
which Is effected by Justice and generosity, (iood (
deeds will never be done, wise acts will never be «
executed, except by the virtuous and the consclen- »

Jlous. May th$ peoplg o( Uils republic remember t
this gooa old doctrine when they next meet to select
their rulers, and may they select only the brave and
the virtuous. Has it been proved, as charged la
tills article, that Andrew Johnson in vacation sua- r
pendod from office Edwin M. Stanton, who had been *

duly appointed and was then executing the duties of 1

Secretary of the Department of War, without the
advice and consent of the senate; did he report the 1
reasons for such suspension to the Senate wltliln *
twenty days from the meeting of the Senate; and did f
the senate proceed to coupler the sufficiency of 1
such reasons? Did the Senate declare such '
reasons insufficient, whereby the said Edwin M. 1
Stanton became authorized to foithwlth resumeftnd exercise the functions of Secretury
of War, and displace the Secretary a4 Interim,
whose duties were then to cease ' and ter-
mlnate; did the paid Andrew Johnson, in
his official character ol President of the United States, i
attempt td obstruct the fetdFhi or thfe said Edwin M.
Stft'n'tOn and his resumption forthwith of the functionsof his oftlol as Secretary of the Department or
War: and ha* he continued to Httemnt to wygj *^5
discharge of th^ fluHeTTiTHalJ otflce By saTd Eawin
M. Stanton, Secretary of War, notwithstanding the
Senate decided In his favor t If he has, then the acts
In vloluiton of law charged in this article are full
and complete. The proof lies In a very narrow compass,ann depends upon the credibility or one or two
witnesses, who, npon this point, corroborate each
oUiftr's evidence. Andrew Johnson In his letter or
the 3lst or Januarr, isos, not on'.y declared that such
was his intcut.on hut, reproachod U. S. Grant, General,
In the following language:.
Ton bad found In our firs* conference "that the President

wan desirous of keeping Mr. htautin out of oUlce, whether
sustained tu the suspension or not." Yon knew what reasons
had Induced the President to ask from you a promise; y >u
alio knew that In rase your views of duty did not accord with
his own convictions It was his purpose to All your place l.r
another appointment. Even Ignoring the existence of a positiveundersUrdingbetweeu us, these conclusions were plainly
dedm-lble fr.m our various conversations. It li certain,
however, that even un ler lbcm circumstances you <ild not
ofler to return the place to niy possesion. hut, according to
your own statement, placed yourself in a position where,
«ouid 1 have antlclpafd your action, I would Iia.a been compelledto ask of you, as 1 was compelled to ask of rour predecessorIn tiie War department, a letter of resignation, or
else to retort to tiie more disagreeable expedient of suspoudlD|!yon br a mecessnr.

lie thus distinctly alleges that the General had a
full knowledge that snch was his deliberate Intention.Hard words ami injurious epltTiets ran do
nothing to corrol>orate or to Injure the ciiaraeier or a
witness; but If Andrew Johnson tie not wholly definiteof truth and a shameless falsifier, then this articleand all Its charges are clearly made out by his
own evidence. Whatever the respondent may say of
the reply of I'. H. Grant, Geneia only goes to confirm "

t.hf» I mi *t i»f fhn ri'f»uiil**Vit'B luwli»M4 utti'innt In nit.

struct the execution of the act specified In the nrtl- I
cle. If General Grant's recollection of hlx conversa- r
tlon with the President is correct, then it goes c
affirmatively to provo the same fact stated by the t
President, although it shows that the Presl- \
dent persevered In his course of deter- i
mined obstruction of the law. while the General s
refused to aid In It* consummation. No differences c
as to the main fact of the attempt to violate and pre- a
vent the execution of the law exists In either state- Ji
meat; both compel the conviction of the respondent, n
unless he should escape through other means than li
the fact.-* proving the article. He cannot hope to es- c
cape by n«klng this hUh court to declare the "law t
for regulating the tenure of certain civil ofllces" tin- a
constitutional and void: for it so happens.to the e
hopeless misfortune of the respondent.that almost a
every member of this high tribunal has more than >
once, twice, perhaps three times, declared, upon his a
official oath, that law constitutional and valid. The t
unhappy man Is In this condition:.He has declared r
himself determined to obstruct that act; he ha". p
by two several letters of authority, ordered fi
Lorenzo Thomas to violate that law, and he has c
Issued commissions, during the session of the Senate, c
without the advice and consent of the .Senate, In vio- p
latlon of law, to said Thomas. lie must therefore o
either deny his own solemn declarations and falsify p
the testimony of General GrantJand Lorenzo Thomas, u
or expect that verdict whose least puulshiuent Is re- n
inoval from office. Uut the President denies In Ills I
answer to the first and the eleventh articles (which f<
he Intends as a Joint answer to the two charts) that n
he had attempted to contrive means to prevent tlio c
due execution of the law regulating the MMreef
certain cl\ll offices, or had violated his oath "to take f<
care that the laws no faithfully executed." Yet while a
he denies such attempt to defeat the execution V
of the laws, In bis letter of the 31st of January,
lseft, he asserts, and reproaches General Giant n
by the assertion, that the (ieueral kucw tliut phis oliject was to prevent Edwin M. Stanton p
from forthwith resinning the functions of his oillce, i>

notwithstanding that the Kenatc might deckle In Ills tl
favor; and the President and U. 8. Guni, General, pIn their angry correspondence of the dale heretofore e
referred to, made an Issue of veracity.the Preslduit It
asserting that the (ieueral had promised to aid Itiui It
In defeating the execution of the laws l»y preventing *
the Immediate resumption of the functions of Secre- tl
tary of War bv Edwin M. Manton, and that, the (.one- a
ral violated Ills promise; and U. S. Grunt, General, u
denying ever hating finally made such promise, tl
although be agrees with the President that the Presi- It
dent aid attempt to Inluce him to make such n

Rromise and to enter Into such an arrangement. 11
ow, whichever of these gentlemen may have a

lost his memory, aud found in lieu of t:ie p
truth the vision which Issues from the Ivory it
gate.though who can hesitate to choose l«tweeu a
the words of a gallant soldier and the pettifogging of d
a political trickster?.Is wholly Immaterial, so far us c<
the chargo against the President is concerned. Tbit a<
charge is, that the President did attempt to preqpi.t l\
the due execution of the Tenure of OMc« law by eu- v
tangling the General In tiie arrangement; and unless si
both the President and the General have lost their tl
memory ami mistaken the truth wUb regard to the Ir
promises Wiih each other, then tins chnrge Is made s
out. In short, If either or these ft ntlsmen has cor- t«
recti,* stated tliese facts of attempting the obstrue- v
tion of the law, the Presid nt has been ^m'ty of p
violating the law and of misprision of ofJIclal per- tl
Jury. Hut. again, the President alleges his right tr
to viola e the act regiilatliu: the tcaurc of oerta.T c<
civil oiilcus, be< iusc ho says the same was in- n
openitl<e aud void, ax being In violation of tUo tl
constitution of the United Htates. Itoos It lie in
in his mouth t't Interpose this plea f tie tinil aeted Til
iinocr Miat law itu'l inoieil tetters «»f authority, both In
-01 (he long una sitv't term, to several pemone under u
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it, and It would hardly lie In his mouth after that to
deny iu validity, unless he oonfossed himself guilty
of law-breaking by Issuing such commission*, Let
us here looIt at Andrew Johnson's accepting the oath
"to take care that the laws be faithfully executed."
On the 3d of March, 1M7, he returned to the Senate
the Tenure of Offlce bill, where it had originated and
had passed by a majority of more than two-thjrds,
with reasons elaborately given why It should not
pass finally. Among these was the allegation of its
unconstitutionality, it passed by a vote of 36 yeas
t° 11 nays. In the House or Representatives it
passed by more tliau a two-thirds majority, and
when the vote was announced, the Speaker, as
was his custom, proclaimed the vote, and declared
in the language or tho constitution "that two-thirds
of each house having voted for it, notwithstanding
the objections of the Presldeut, It has become a law."
I am supposlgg that Andrew Johnson was at this
moment waiting to take the oath of offlce as Presidentof the Culted states, "that he would obey the
constitution aud take care that the laws be faithfully
executed." Having been sworn on the holy evangelsto obey the constitution, and being about to depart,he turns to the person administering the oath
and says, "Stop, I have a further oath. I do solemnly
swenr that I win not allow the act entitled 'An Act
Regulatlug the Tenure of Certain Civil Offlcee.'Just
passed by Congress over the Presidential veto, to l>e
executed; but 1 will nrnvont Itn fixnrtitlnn
by virtue of rav own constitutional power."
How shocked Congress would have been.
what would the country have said to a
scene equalled only by the unparalleled action of this
same official, when sworn Into office on that fatal 6th
day of March, which made him the successor of
Abraham Lincoln! Certainly he would not hare
been permitted to he Inaugurated as Vice President
or President. Yet such In effect ha* been his conduct,if not under oath, at least with less excuse,
sluce the fatal day which inflicted him upon the

rple of t he United States. Can the President hope
escape if the fact of his violating that law he

proved or confessed by him, as has been done? Can
ne expect a sufflcient number of his triers to pronouncethat law unconstitutional and void.those
same triers having passed upon Its'validity uponseveral occasions T The act was originally passed by
2'J yeas to 9 nays. Those who voted in tne affirmativewere Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Cattell,
Chandler, Couness, Crngln, Edmunds, Fogg,
Foster, Frellnghuvsen, Grimes, Harris, Henderson,Howard, Howe, Lane Morgan, Morrill,
Poland, Kamsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Vau
Winkle, Wade, Wllley, Williams, Wilson. Yates-29.
Subsequently the House of Representatives paused
the bill with amendments, wluoh the Senate disagreedto. and tlift hill wna aft/>vwar<la roforrpil tn a

committee* of conferrence of the two houses, whose
agreement was reported to the Senate by the Managersami was adopted by a vote of *22 veas to 10
nays. Those who voted in the affirmative were
Messrs. Anthony, brown, Chandler, Couness, Fogg,
Fowler, Henderson, Howard, Howe, Laue, Morgan,
Morrill, Ramsey, Ross, Sherman, Stewart. Sumner,
Trumbull, Wade, Williams, Wilson and Yates.
22. After the veto, upon reconsideration of the
bill iu the Senate, and after all the arguments
against Its validity were spread before that
body, it passed by a vote of 38 yeas to 11 nays.
It was voted for by the following Senators:.
Messrs. Anthony, Oattell, Chandler, Conness, Cragin,Edmunds, Fessenden, Fogg, Foster, Fowler, Frclinghuysen,Crimes, Harris, Henderson, Howard, Kirkwood,Lane, Morgan, Morrill, Nye, Poland, Pomeroy,
Ramsey, Ross, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner,
Trumbull, Van Winkle, Wade, Wllley, Williams, Wilson,Yates.36. The President contends that by vlrtneof the constitution he had the right to remove
heads of departments, and cites a large number of
cases where his predecessor had done so. it must
be observed that all those cases were Itefore the passageof the Tenure of Office act. March 2,1807. Will
the respondent say how the having done an act when
there was no law to forbid It justifies the repetition
of the same act after a law has been passed expressly
prohibiting the same? It is not the suspension or
removal of Mr. Stanton that is complained of,
but the manner of the suspension. If the President
thought he had good reasons for suspending or removingMr. Stanton, and had done so, sending those
reasons to the Senate, and then obeyed the decision
of the Senate in their finding, there would have been
no complaint; but Instead of that he suspends him
In direct defiance of the tenure of office law, and
then enters Into au arrangement, or attempts to do
jo, In which he thought he had succeeded, to preveut
the due execution of the law after the decision of the
Senate. And when the Senate ordered lura to restore
Mr. Stanton, he makes a second removal by virtue of
K'hat he calls the power vested In him by the Constitution.The action of tjie Senate on the message
)f the President, communicated his reasons for the
lusnension of B. M. Stanton, Secretary of War,ltuLr Hip !!/ ! ontltUxl nn ?i/»t tn rn>rnli f t hn tnmifo c

>f certain civil ortlces, was as follows
IN Executive BKSSIO*. )

Pen Air. or tui Unitkd Statth, Jan. 13, 18fl8.<
Resolved, That having considered the evidence and reaioni
Iven by the President In hi* report of December 12, 1067. for
he suspension from the ofllce of Secretary of War of Kawln
I. Stanton, the Senate do not concor in tuch suspension.
And the' same was duly oertllled to tlie President,

n the face of which he, with an impudence and
irazen determination to usurp the powers of the
donate, again removed Edwin M. Stanton and appointedLorenzo Thomas Secretary cut interim in his
uend. The Senate, with calm manliness, rebuked
the usurper by the following resolutionI'll*ExroimvFSession. )

Bknatk or nrr Ukitjii Statin. Feb. SI, isw.(
Whereas, Tlir Sonate ha* reoeled and considered tbe communicationof the President itatlng that he hud removed EdwinM. Stanton, Secretary of War, ail* bud designated the

Adjutant Gennml of the army to act aa Secretary of War
id inttrim: tl4Afore,Renolved by the Senate of the United States. That under the I
oimiltiitlun and laws of tho United Stato«, the HrenWeut ><i| I
>o powerlo remove the Secretary of W»* » "* *

,
iny othir officer toperjyji tl>*&lm ot tUlit umceu(i .X,,,,.
Yet ne louitnucd him in ofllce. Ami now this off'prlngof assassination turns upon the Senate who

lave tnns rebuked him in a constitutional manner
ind Mds them deflance. How can he esrnpe the just
engeanceof the law f Wretched man, standing at
>ay, surrounded hy a cordon of living men, each with
he axe or an executioner uplifted for Ills Just punshment.Kvery Senator now trying him, except
mch as had nlready adopted his policy, voted for this
tatne resolution, pronouncing his solemn doom. Will
uiy one of them vote for his acquittal on tho ground
jf 'lts unconstitutionality t I know that senators
ivould venture to do any necessary act If endorsed by
in honest conscience and an enlightened public
>plnion; tmt neither for the sake or the
['resident nor of any one else would one of them
differ himself to bo tortured on tiie gibbet '

>f everlasting obloquy. How long and dark
ronld ite the track or infamy which must mark
its name and that of bin posterity I Nothing is there'oremore certain than that it requires no gift of
>ropheev to predict the fate of this unhappy victim,
have now discussed but one of the numerous artistes,ail of which I believe to be fully sustained, and

few of ihe almost Innumerable offences charged to
Ids wayward, unhappy official. I have alluded to
wooi three others which I could have wished to
lave had time to present and discuss, not for the
take or punishment, but for the benefit of the
ountrr. (me of these was an article ohnnrlnir .

In President wltli usurping the l<*glslative j
tower of the nation and attempting mill Ills j
isurpatlon*. With regard to usurpation, ono (
initio won! will explain my meaning. A civil t
tar of gigantic proportions, covering aufllclent \
errltorv 10 constitute many States and nations. (
irokeoat, and embwed inoretlian ten millions of H
nen, who formed tin Independent government, ,i
iaile<l the Confederate States of America. They rose c
0 the dignity of an Independent belligerent, and ,

rere so acknowledged by all civilized nations, as J
rell as by ourselves. After expensive and bloody .

trtfe wc conquered them, ami they snbmltted to J
ntr arms. Hv the law of nations, well awimtootf .
ind undisputed, the conquerors In tills unjnst war c
lad the right to deal with the vanquished as to them t
uliiht seem good, aabject only to the laws of r
lumanltjr. They had a right to confiscate their prop- j
rty to the extent of Indemnifying themselves and ^
heirettlr.cns; tonnnex them totne victorious nation, f,
nd pass Just such laws for their government an they 0
night think proper. This doctrine Is as old T
1 (irotius and as fresh us the Dorr rebellion. c
ieither the rrcsMent nor the judiciary had £
nv right to interfere, to dictate any terms or Q
i jiil In reconstruction, further than they were dl- .
ected by tl'e sovereign power. That sovereign v
ower in I his republic fa tfie Congress of the United r,
tat'-s. Whoever, besides Congress, undertakes to .
rea<e new States or to rebuild old ones and tlx the il
ond.tion or their citizenship and union usutps
owers which do not belong to lilin and Is dangerous c
r not dangcroa* according to the v\(W <£f ht* «

ower and his pretensions. Andrew Johnson did I
:»urp the legislative power yf the nation by building H|
:w states and reconstructing, as far as in him lay, tl
hH empire. He directed the defanct States to come c,
Mill inn ii'v iwj Ttimu v* inn iMcnuiiiit^ iiiMjiiit;ir ft
ostrilsthe breath of life. lie directed them what >.

onstltuilons to form and fixed the qualifications of ,<
lector* and officeholder*. He directed them to send .L
rward iflemhers to MCh branch of C njrresa J,
nl to aid him In representing the nation.
Vhen Congre*a pa«*t>d * law declaring all these fll
olnir* unconstitutional and fixed a mode for the adilHKionof this new territory Into the nation he
reclaimed It iinconatltuUoiiat and advised the foeople not to aubmit to It nor to obey the commands
f ('otyjres*. I have not time to enumerate the paricniaract* which constitute hi* hlirh-h.inded n*urstloti*.Kulllco It to say that he seized all the powisof the government within these htaies and, had
c been permitted, would havo Moome their abso-
ite ruler. This he persevered in at tempi Ing. notrithstandiofCongress declared more t<i«u once all
ne goveramenta which he thus creat d to l»e void
nd of no eirect. But I promised to tie brief and ,
just abide by the promise, although I should like
ie judgment of the .senate upon tin*, to me, *eem- to
iK vital phuse and teal purpose of all his th
ilsdemoHtiora. To Die (Ms lecms a sub- t,
me spectacle. A nation, not free, but
s nearly approaching It a* h.iman Institutions will
ennit of, consisting of thirty million* of people, had Rr
ilicn Into oonfllct, which among ofner people
lw.iv* ends In anarchy or des|K>U*nt, and had laid
own their arms, the mutineers submitting to the qi
Miquerors. The law* wero about to regain their cu
^customed *wa.v, and *galn to govern the nation a.^

y ti'.o punishment of trcanon and tlie reward of th
'itue- Her old institutions were about to be rein- l'l
inied so far a* they were applicable, according to *«
ie Judgment of the conqueror*. Then one of their hi
ifcrior servants, in*tigated by unholy ainbitkan, at
npiit to seize a portion of tue territory, according m

i the fashion of neighboring anarchies, and to con- at
ert a laud of freedom into a laud of slaves. This >V
eople siuined the traitor*. and have put ai
je chief of them opon hia trial, and de- ti
ibp'I Jungmcnf upon his misconduct. Ilo will be 01
>i. lemned, ami his seuieno lnfllctod without tur- C
toil, tumult or bloodshed, and the uatlou will con- a
nue Its accustomed course of freedom and proa- h
eritv without the shedding any further of human ki
lood and with a milder punishment than the world C
;i* been accustomed to aee. or perhaps than ought A
ptt to be Inflicted. Now, even if the pretext of tue ti
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tl?ie. aPd not a mere subterfuge toJustify the chief act of violation wltli which he stand*charged, still that would be such an abuse of the

patronage of the government aa would demand hisimpeachment for a high misdemeanor. Let us againfor a moment examine into some of the circumstancesof that act. Mr. Stanton was appointed
Secretary of War by Mr. Lincoln in lufti, and
continued to hold under Mr. Johnson.' which
by all usage, la considered a reappointment,
was he a faithful officer, or was he removed for corruptpurposes? After the death of Mr. Lincoln, AndrewJounson had changed his whole code of pollticsand poller, and instead of obeying the will of
those who put him Into power, he determined to createa party for himself to oarry out his own ambltlouapurposes. For every honest purpose of the
government, and for every honest purpose for which
Mr. Stanton was appointed by Mr. Lincoln, where
could abetter man l>e foundt None ever organized
an army of a million of ineu and provided for Its subsistenceand enicleut action more rapidly than Mr.
Stanton and his predecessor, it might, with more
propriety be said of this officer than of the celebrated
Frenchman, that he "orgauized victory." He raised
and by his requisitions distributed more than a billion
of dollars annually, without ever having been
charged or suspected with the malapproprlatlon of
a single dollar; and when viotory crowned his efforts
he disbanded that Immense army as quietly and
peacefully as if it had been a summer parade. He
would not, 1 suppose, adopt the personal views of
the President, and for this he was suspended until
restored by the cmphatlc verdict of the senate. Now
ir we are right In our narrative of the condnct of
these parties and the motlvea of the President the
very effort at removal was a high-handed usurpation
oh weu ah a corrupt misdemeanor, for which of Itself
lie ought to be Impeached ami thrown from the place
lie was abusing. But he says that he did not
remove Mr. Stanton for the Purpose of defeating
the Tenure of Oillce law. Then he forgot the
truth In hlg controversy with the General
of the Army. And because the General did
not aid hint and finally admit that he had agreed
to aid him in resisting that law he railed upon hlin
like a very drab. Tne counsel for the respondent
allege that no removal of Mr. Stanton ever took place, .

and that therefore the sixth section of the act was
not violated. They admit that there was an order of
removal and a recislon of his commission; but a« ho
did not obey say It was no removal. That suggests the
old saying that it used to be thought that "when the
brains were out the man was dead." That Idea Is
proved by learned counsel to be absolutely fallacious.
The brain of Mr. Stanton's commission was taken out
by the order of removal.the recislon of his commission.andhis head was absolutely cut oiTby that gallantsoldier, General Thomas, tUe night after the
masquerade. And yet, according to the learned
and delicate counsel, until the mortal remains everythingwhich could putrify was shovelled out and
hauled Into the muck yard, there was no removal.
But It Is said that this took place merely as an experimentto make a judicial case. Now, suppose
there Is anybody who, with the facts before him, can
believe that this was not an afterthought. ler us sen
If that palliates the oflfence. Tue President Is sworn
to take care that the laws be faithfully executed. In
what part of the constitution or laws does he flncl It
to be his duty to search out fyr defective laws that
stand recorded upon the statutes, In order that he
may advise their infraction f Who was aggrieved by
the Tenure of Ortlcc bill that he was authorized to
use the name and the funds of the govenment to
relieve? Will he be so good aa to tell us by what authorityhe became the obstructor of an unrepealed
law intstead of its executor, es|»ecially a law whoso
constitutionality he had twice tested? If there were
nothing else than his own statement, he deserves
the contempt of the American people and the punishmentof its highest tribunal. If he were not
willing to execute the laws passed by the American
Congress and unrepealed, let him resign the oitlce
which was thrown upon hlin by a horrible convulsionand retire to his village obscurity. Let him
not be so swollen by pride and arrogance, which
sprung from the deep misfortune of Ids country, as
to attempt an entire revolution of Its internal machineryand the disgrace of tlio trusted servauts of
his lamented predecessor.
The gentleman (Mr. uroesbeck) has spoken of the

great purity of the President In his transaction with
lllack and others. I admit tliut Is a fair subject from
which to infer general purity of conduct. 1 will
examine that a little. It was held by Boorates and
Plato to be among the most atrocious oirences to corruptthe youth, because that tended to overthrow
he solid forms of government and build up anarchyind despotism In their place. If It were so in an oligarchyV how much more would it be so In a governmentwhere the laws control and whero tht» lnws

ihould be pure, if mat government la expected to be
conducted with purity and to survive the temporary
shocks of tyrant*. If ii in proved or known that AnIrewJohnson attempted at any time to corrupt the
egal voters of the United States so as to change them
'roiti their own true opinions to those which ho
tlmself had adouted, there are few who
iretend that he was not guilty of a high mlsdeneuuor.We need hardly call witnesses to prove a
act which everybody knows and nobodv will deny.
Does the sun shine at midday t It would hardly be
thought necessary to answer that question by proof,
and yet there is just as inach necessity for it as to
prove that Andrew JohnBon had changed his whole
principles and policy and entered Into tne most dangerousand damaging contracts with aspirants for
ofllce to induce titem to aid him In changing the
principles or those who sought ofllce. Who does not
believe that the patronage was put into the hands of
Doolittle, Cowan and that tribe of men for distributionon precisely such terras and conditions an they
chose to makef Show me a more shamelessperversion of patronage in auj countryor Jd flay government, however corIftd'despotic, Arid I will Admit tnfct
Andrew Johnson is as pnrc as the icicles that hang
on Diana's temple. He had before that appeared
with Abraham Lincoln in the Senate chamber to
take the vjrth of ofllce; thev toofc It at the same time
i/id iu the Same Inanner, having feoriie small variaionin the manner of (he Vi<;e President: but his
Tlends hojted that snch variations had not obliterated
ir obscured his consciousness of the oath he had
aken, and when he came to reflect he would still
ibide by all he had sworn to observe, notvltliHtHnillnirhis then condition, lTnforliin»tplv tlu>
'resident was taken away and a temptation lor tiic
ilgheraspirations of Mr. Johnson. Instead of being
ontent with positions the people had given him and
vluch he liad gladly accepted, he sought to become
hereafter as wvil iw then the chief Executive of the
iation. This he knew could only be doiid by cliangngprinciples and creating a new party to sustain
iltii. After soffits little hesitation he resolved upon
hat courae, and jierpetrated a betrayal of the partyhat had elected him and I he principles lie professed.
laseP than the betrayal hy Judas Iscarlot, who
>etrayed only a single Individual, Johnson sao

Iileda whole nation and the holiest of principles;
n order to build up a party upon which he
vas to rely It bccatue necessary for him to
iroclaun entirely new principle! and a new
ollcy, and to bring about Imn an entirely new set
>t politicians, as loose men enough already In the
^publican party could not lie found to carry hint
uto power. Corruption, therefore, became a ne<-esnty;that corruption was to bo wrought by pervertngthe means wnicti the republican* had placed in
iim hands, and which he had solemnly sworn 10 ex-
scute according to their principles. When he fonnd
hat by an appeal to those principles he could rally
»ut few followers, lie did not he-lime to cast thi>iu
»tr and seek recruits In the caiup of the enemy. Inleadof enforcing the penalties of the law, and renlerlngtreason odious, as ho had so loudly prolaimedwhile Vice President, he proceeded to
lardon all the large, inouentiai traitors
ind to restore to the con<|ucred belligerents the proicrtywhich had t<ecn contl caied by act of Con^r»;sif July, 1WJ2. He thus restored couflsi-ated land and
ibandoned estates, sufficient, had it ail been honestly
overed luto the Treasury, to have have paid the n ilonaldebt and all the damage done to loyal men l<y n
ehel raiders and by rebel < onfl neat Ion. lie set de- H
llierately about corrupting the whole mass of those n
vho aspire<t to office. Where he found an oiiice- .

in/t uiptii/iiia tr* fdllnv lila friutinri li<*

iifercd hi* place to another whoee con*clencc n
ras lew scrupulous or whose ambition wus tl
reuter. The removal* which he made were y,f republicans who hurt been placed In H.
ifflcc by Abraham Lincoln upon republican recom- «
nendailous, because tliey held the *auie principles f|
rlilcli lie and Johnson had proiessed. tic did not 0|
esitate, through his agents, to bargain for Heir <4
upport bm a condlllon ol their appointment or reieu- )>
Ion. lie found a few men of respectability who Imd n
een endorsed by respectable (Mates.<iiueh an Win- h
ouhIu and Fensylvama. hook at the trusted agents r

[ "n<1 Wisconsin who contractga to 1
kept tne tfAICO Of rccruituia effgeafifs for hu .
liabby army to piinliiixe the position of a com- r
milder of thin bund of pardoned traltorH and 1,
(irrupted renegade. Tiiey consented to lay down r,
le rft:ir* and Stripes and cloihe themselves ti
) the laded uniform of gmy. Tue gentleman u
At. Groesbcck) in his peroration on Saturday nu- .
lored the sympathy of this Senate with all the c!o- »j
ucnce and patnos of a lt«>man senator plead'ug fur a
Irtuc; and It I* to be feared that hi* grace and elo- n
uence turned the attention of the Senate upon the I,
ator rather than upon the accused. Had he b-en H
eadlng for innocence his great powers would have »
seu well executed} had he been arguing with equal a
oquence before such a Koman Senale for such a ,Biinquent, and (,'ato the Censor had been oae of the A
id«e*, hi* Client wonid have soon found himself In ,,
ic stocks In the middle of the torutn Inswad of re- «
living the sympathies of a virtuous and patriotic .
idienee. t

Argument of Mnntier Williams. ti
Mr. Williams then took the floor. Afterapcaklng V
the august character of the trlbnntl and the in-

use int'-rest which is felt all over the country by a

0 entire people who wero awaiting with anxiety j*
e verdict wiilch Is either to send thrills of jov to
1 afllletod land or rack It anew with the thjroea of ti
larchy nnd despair, ho proceeded to state that the c

atter now presented for discussion w;ts not a ,*
larrel betweeu two omclala, but between tts Ex- »
itlve and the American peopio. lie, »«>o, would ti
k who is Andrew Jo.msotir and would answer ii
e finest ion in a different manner iro n the c
resident's coutiaeL He then Intimated tt..»tJo;in. 0
m's opposition to ween* on In tliu Semtt.i was per.
ips prompted by a doubt wneihei the #t»-p »as 0
ivlsablc at that particular time; but, howev«r tliat
inht l>e, he would consider mma«h«Uuow and
1 he had been since he came Into , i>«ver. Mi.
rllllam» held that the master ke> to his conduct
< Fresldeut was his desire to favor h.id ut !i Id
altors and to force tha re»>ei HUtes into t.,e f'nSon
n bis own plan, against the exproMod ««ill of
ongresa and the louv. people; nnd went on t recite
Kreat number 01 a.-.ts of the Preside ., which

e claimed wore usurpations and oir.nccs
lexpllcabie only on the above supp x
ontlnulng, Mr. wlMlainrsatd T'ne Rre», erl: < r
ndrew Johnson, ae already romarkc I, run n-r
iirough all his a in»!ni. ration, 4s tuat h I.

r%

violated hte oath of office and his constitutional
duties t>y obstructing ami Infractions of the count Itutlonand laws and an endeavor to set up tain own
will against that of the law, making a nettled
and pursUtent purpose ; of forcing the rebel
States into Congress on his own terms In th»
interests of the traitors, and in defiance of
the will of the loyal people of the
United States. The specific offences chargcd here,
which are but |te culminating facts and only the last
of a long serleWf usurpations, are an unlawful attemptto remove the rightful Secretary of War and to
substitute in hit) placo a crcature of his own without
the advice and consent of the Senate, although theq
In session; a conspiracy to hinder and prevent him
from resuming or noiding the said office after the
refusal of the senate to concur in his suspension, and
to seize, take au<l possess the property of the United .

States in said department; an attempt to debauch
an officer of the army from his allegiance by InculeatingInsubordination to the law; In furtherance
of the same object, the attempt to set aside
the rightful authority of Congress and to bring U Into
public odium and contempt, and to encourage resistanceto its laws by the open and public delivery of
Indecent harangues impeaching its acta and purposesand full or threats and menaces against it aud
the laws enacted by It, to the great scandal and
degradation of his own high office as President, and
the devising and contrlvlug of unlawful means to
prevent the execution of the Tenure of Office, Army
Appropriation an<l Reconstruction acts of March 2.

To allot these which relate to the attemptedremoval of the Beuretary of War, the answer Is,
first, thatr the case of Mr. btanton Is not
wiluiu me meaning ui uie ursi suction oi the
Tenure of Office act; second, that if it be, the act Is
unconstitutional and void so Tar a* It undertakes to
abridge the power claimed by him of removing at anyand all timed all executive otllcers for causes to be
|udged of by himself alone, as well as of suspending
them Indefinitely at his sovereign will and pleasure;
and, third, that, whether the act be constitutional or
stherwise, It was his right, as he claims it to have
been bis purpose, to disobey an J violate it with a
view to the settlement of the question of its
validity by the Judiciary of the united States.
And, first, as to the question whether the
present Secretary of War was intended to
oe comprehended within tho first section of the act
referred to. The defendant insists that he wao
not., for the reason that he derived his commission
From Mr. Lincoln, and not being removed on
Mr. Johnson accession continued by reason
thereof to hold the ottlcu and administer its duties at
bis pleasure only, wit'iout at any time having receivedany appointment from himself.assuming, as
1 understand, either that under the proviso to the
first section of this act the case was not provided
for, or that by force of its express language his oftloe
was determined by the expiration or ilie first term
of the President who appointed him. The body or
enactory clause of this section provides that every
person then holding any civil otnee, who had been
appointed thereto by and with the advice and consentof the Senate, or who should be theroa.ter
appointed to any such onice suouM bo entitled to
hoid until a successor Is appointed iu the like man-
uw. If 1.1 UTIUVUli, Uirr. iUlC, V"t*v UUjVVl l«J

provide lor all cages either tiicn existing or to happenla the future. IJ is objected, iio vever, that ho
ranch or this clause as re;erred to tlie heads of departmentsis substantially repealed by tt;c saving
clause, which is in the following words:."Provided,
that the Secretaries of Slate, of the Treasury, of
War. of the Navy and of i ie Interior, the PostmasterGeneral aud the Attorney General, shall
bold their offices, respectively, lor and during
the term of the President" by whom they
may have been appointed, aud for one
month thereafter, subject to removal by and with the
idvlce and consent of tue Senate." This provision
ivas the result of a conf tciiuc of the disagreeing
louses on tlie amendment of the House striking out
lie exception in favor of tho heads of departments,
tud was suggested, it ho uiay oo excused tho egoism,by the individual who now addresses you, and
0 whom, as the mover aud advocate of the aniendnent,was very naturally ussigned the duty of conluctlugthe negotiation on tuo part of the House, for
;he purpose of advocating the objection taken in delateon this lloor by one of tlie Semite
Managers that the eilect of tlie amendment
would ba to Impose on an Incoming
['resilient a Cabinet that was not oi his own selection.
may be excused for speaklug of lis actual history,
ecause that has been made tlie subject of comment
>y the learned counsel w ho opened t.iis case on the
tart of the President. If it was intended or expected
hat it should so operate as to create exceptions In
favor of an officer whoa* abuse of power was the
[>roxiin:itc cause, If not t ie impeding motive, for the
niaetment of the law, I did not know lu
it will bo Judged, however, by Itself, withjutreference to the particular intent of lilm
who penned it, or to any hasty opinion that may
Have been expressed in either nouse as to the constructionof which It might be susceptible. The
urguiuent of the defendant rests upon the meaning
of the word "appointed." That word has both a
technical aud a popular one. In tiie former, which
Involves the Idea of a nomination and confirmation
In the constitutional way, there was no appointment,
certainly, by Mr. JohnBon. in tlie latter, which is the
»enxc Id which the people win rean it, tnere unquestionablywan. What, then, was meant by the employmentof the wordT it is a w>un<l and well
accepted rule In all the courts Inexplainingthe meaning 01 the lawgiver, and
especially in eases or remedial stututea, as I
ttnuk tills Is.If It is not rat Her to b» considered
us only a declaratory one in this particular.to look to
the old law, the mischief anJ the remedy, and to give
u liberal construction to the language in furorcm
libmlati*. Id order to repress the mischief and advancethe remedy, taking the words used in their ordinaryand familiar sense find Varying the meanlugas the intent, which Is ahvavs the polar star,
may require.testing the cose hero by this, what is to
je the construction here? The old law was not the
constitution's, but a vicious practice that had
Crown out of a precedent involving an early
tn(I olTonJotifl construction of that instrument,*
ind u was intended so to operate. The mischefWi'H, this practice h«nl rendered (lie
tfflcera of the government, und among them
.ho heads of departments, the i.iost powerful sn<l
langerous of all, from their assumed position of
id visors of the President, by the very dependency of
.heir tenure, lite mere mluial< rs of his pleasure and
Ue slaves of his Imperial will, iliat could at any
noment, and as the reward or an honest and independentopinion, strip litem of their employment
iiid send tuum buck to the ranks, of the people. The
remedy wonld change them from mini'ins and
flatterers Into men, by making them free, una
to secure tlielr loyally to the law by proi^tlngthem from the power that might constrain
tlielr assent to Its viola'Ions, lo accompi'lsTu
this It was necessary that the law should coverall
of them, high ami low, pr sent ai,d pro -pectivc.
That It. couliT have been iut> 11 ted lo except the must
Important and formi>labie of tuoso functionaries
either with a view to favor the pnn»eiit Executive or
for the purpose of »ubje« ting ine onl> bean of departmentwho had the conluieucu of Oontrnss ti> his
tti 'utr.iry will, is unrrasunib e and luilJFObatite, a.s
If Is Ht variance' viiiit Hie Main umi with the
obvious giwial purposes of th-.-act. For the Presidentof tho United stales to uowever, now, afteili.ivlngvoluntarily returned Wr. Stanton for in.irn
'ban two years of his adi'ilni tirntion, that lie was
there only by suffcrunoe, br as * mere movable. or
heir lootn or Incumbrance, ro.it iuuI passed to him
ivItn the esta'o and not by vlrtno of his own speclut
ippointment, If not pothering with the people In n
loubic senso has very iuucIi the appearance of a not
fry respectable quibble. The unlearned ma.i who
ends t iic proviso, as t.'iey for whoso perusal it is inen<le<lwill read It, who Is not accustotned to pantile
lie metaphysical scissors of the professional casulsis
rho are able to dlvldu a hair 'twijti west and
lorthwest Fide, while he ud.nits the ingenuity of
he advocate, who will not stand amazed lr he does
iot scorn the ofllcor who would stoop to the use of
uch a subterfuge. Assuming, however, for tiie sane
f argument, that the technical sense Is to prevail,
'hat is to ins its efltect? Why, only to m.ike tho
iwgiver enact a very unreasonable a id Impossible
inn* by providing In words of the ftature tenso that
V! commission or the otllcer shall "xplro nearly two
pars before ihr passage of the law, which u a comrue'.lon that the general rule of law forbids. To
st that let uA substitute for the generalenoinlnatlve phrase of secretaries of War,f Sta'c, of the Navy, tho names of Messrs.
cwaiti, Stanton and Welles, and for that ol tho
resident who appointed them the name of Lincoln,nd the clause will r£a<l provided that Messrs.
eward. Stanton and Welles shall hold their omeea
csj'ectlvcly for and during the term of Ahralium

and for one month thereafter. The efTfcct
rill then i>e to put you in the position of having
uacted not only an absurdity, but an Impossibility;
ut on this there are at least two
ules of Interpretation that start np In
lie way of solution; the flrst Is that

Is not respectful to the Legislature to prtumethat It ever Intended to enact an absurdity, If
lie ease Is susceptible of any other construction,
nd the second that acts of Parliament that are lmoasibteto be performed are of no validity, and it
nere arise out of them collaterally any absurd confluencemanifestly contradictory to common reason
ncv «rc, «nn roirura jo me#e collateral rouseuences,void. (I bl. Com. 01.) if the eifect of the
uovlso, however, upon something analagous to tho
octrluc of ryprvn, or, iu other word*, of
etting a* near to the meaning as possible,
ras to determine tho oittoe at the time
r th pp ffi^e of the law, then, on the other hand,
lie irf'jntlon of the officer by tne ("resident for flvo
lontlis afterwards, and through an Intervening
"angrc<8 without a commission or even a notnluaionw,i« a oreuclt of the law and, therefore, a tnNe;njnor In Uaeir, which he could hardly plead and
k yon to afnraMtg&laat the general presumption of

«rfornun«:e of otUcitM duly, for the purpose of shel.ringfrom tho consequences or another vlorui of t!io law. Assuming again, however,
hat as Is clalm«J by flie defence, the
a-g of Mr. 3tant<>n dots not rail within tlie proviso.
rhat then ta the result? Is It ihe predicament of a
rJs'Ma oinlMWi altogether? Is he to be hung Hs®
Tahnmct's cotllti, between iho body of the act ana
lie proviso, the latter nullifying the f°r'ner,?°
retxtolan exception, either iepudh»tlng tno exertionItself as to ^lie particular case or JO tne

ibviou a aud ludKpuniule purpose ot
ill cases vrhatc ver to be earned otit by fafMin<*
.n tl:o general enacting clause, wWUl would
arVo hlru Iriemu able V «'* hJ, n1)vui,,J, .md Itii.o Mm o..tr:.i« °< 'h« P'°'»«®* J*
,» t it* tenure. which ***

,
"e ®.

eet o tlie excel. I ur There Is noth.ng Inhi ovini- eiai'e v i. eh is at all inconsistent with
^ it^V M ore. Tho provision that taken aver*

I,nne powci of the President Is not dear.'-.I vsii tn thai ciauae. Ah It enacta la tuat lit*
i. ill a it i« rnilnate one lu cases that fall

I |f ii vir. Wanton was appointed by Pretd
iMhnson within the weaning of the proviao he

i,; ii. of course, until tho expiration of his term. If
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